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ZAPHENATH-PANEAH AND THE DATE OF GENESIS. 



By Rev. Camden M. Cobern, Ph.D., 
Ann Arbor, Mich. 



In The Biblical World for October appears an interesting article com- 
mending to American readers Dr. Steindorffs identification of Zaphenath- 
Paneah, Asenath and Poti-phera (Gen. 41 : 45, 50; 46 : 20) with Egyptian 
names of a late period. This article intimates confidently that this identifica- 
tion offers a new and conclusive proof that Joseph and his relatives could 
not really have borne such names as the Bible gives them, and therefore that 
the passages in which the misstatements appear must have been written not 
earlier than 930 B. C, and most probably in the seventh century B. C. when 
such names became common. 

This suggestion is not a startlingly new one. It has been four years or 
more since Dr. Steindorff openly published it in the Zeitschrift fur JEgyfitische 
Sprache, and it has been often referred to since in German and American 
reviews. That the discussion has been of any great significance in settling 
the date of Genesis it is difficult to believe for various reasons : 

1. Divergent views have been and are yet held by competent Egyptolo- 
gists as to what hieroglyphic groups exactly correspond to the names given 
above. Other groups than those preferred by Dr. Steindorff have been 
declared by distinguished Egyptologists to answer " letter for letter" to these 
Hebrew names. 

2. Since the publication of Dr. Steindorffs views, it has been stated by 
high authority that the very groups which have been selected by him as exactly 
corresponding to the names in Genesis can be read upon monuments which are 
as old as the era of Joseph. This indeed seems to be granted in the case of 
Asenath by the writer of the paper in the October issue of this review. 

3. Granting that the names given by Dr. Steindorff are exact equivalents 
of the Hebrew names, and granting also that they have never been found on 
any monument earlier than the tenth to seventh century B. C; yet to infer from 
this that the book of Genesis was not written until the seventh century before 
our era, would seem to be a conclusion more generous than just. 

These names may have been XXVIth dynasty explanations or translations 
of Xllth dynasty forms, just as " Salvatorem Mundi" was the IVth century 
translation of one of those very names given by St. Jerome in the Vulgate. 

454 



EXPLORATION AND DISCOVERY. 455 

Again, the Egyptian literature is confessedly fragmentary, and an Egypt- 
ologist must be of very sanguine spirit who can argue with confidence that 
because those names have not been found on any recovered monument earlier 
than the XXIId dynasty, therefore they were never used in Egypt previous 
to that date. If our Bible were torn in pieces and scattered to the four winds 
it would appear no bashful assumption if some foreigner, after examining a 
handful of leaves which he had succeeded in finding, should affirm that it was 
now settled that no man by the name of Joseph was ever mentioned in the 
Hebrew or Christian Scriptures, for no such name could be read on any of his 
fragments. 



